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THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 



- Extensions of time maybe available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: Amendment filed on 1 1/12/2004. 

2. Claims 1, 4-12, 15-23, 26-34, 36, 38-54, 56, 58-74, 76, and 78-100 are pending 
in this case. Claims 1, 11, 12, 22, 23, 33, 34, 54, 74, and 94 are independent claims. 
Claims 2, 3, 13, 14, 24, 25, 35, 37, 55, 57, 75, and 77 have been cancelled. Claims 1 , 
4, 8, 10, 11, 12, 15, 19, 21, 22, 23, 26, 30, 32, 33, 34, 54, 74, and 94 have been 
amended. Claims 98-100 have been newly added. 

3. The rejection of claims 1-7, 12-18, and 23-29 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Dolan et al. (hereinafter Dolan, US Patent Number 5,963,208, issued on 
October 5, 1999) has been withdrawn due to amendments. 

4. The rejection of claims 34-35, 37-38, 43-44, 47, 54-55, 57-58, 63-64, 67, 74-75, 
77-78, 83-84, and 87 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Fay (US Patent 
Number 5,892,513, issued on April 6, 1999) has been withdrawn due to amendments. 

5. The rejection of claims 9, 20, and 31 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Dolan et al. (hereinafter Dolan, US Patent Number 5,963,208, issued 
on October 5, 1999) has been withdrawn due to amendments. 

6. The rejection of claims 8, 10-11,19, 21-22, 30, and 32-33 under 35 

U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Dolan et al. (hereinafter Dolan, US Patent 
Number 5,963,208, issued on October 5, 1999) as applied to claim 2 above, and further 
in view of Weinberg et al. (hereinafter Weinberg, US Patent Number 6,144,962, filed on 
April 11, 1997) has been withdrawn due to amendments. 
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7. The rejection of claims 36, 45, 50-53, 56, 65, 70-73, 76, 85, and 90-97 under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fay (US Patent Number 5,892,513, issued on 
April 6, 1999) as applied to claim 34 above, and further in view of Mcintosh (US Patent 
Number 6,185,576, filed on October 21, 1998) has been withdrawn due to amendments. 

8. The rejection of claims 39-40, 59-60, and 79-80 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fay (US Patent Number 5,892,513, issued on April 6, 1999) as 
applied to claim 34 above, and further in view of Chau et al. (hereinafter Chau, US 
Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0133484, filing date of December 2, 1999) 
has been withdrawn due to amendments. 

9. The rejection of claims 41 -42, 48-49, 61 -62, 68-69, 81 -82, and 88-89 under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fay (US Patent Number 5,892,513, issued on 
April 6, 1999) as applied to claim 34 above, and further in view of Chau et al. 
(hereinafter Chau, US Patent Application Publication Number 2002/0133484, filing date 
of December 2, 1999) as applied to claims 40 and 43 above, and further in view of 
Dolan et al. (hereinafter Dolan, US Patent Number 5,963,208, issued on October 5, 
1999) has been withdrawn due to amendments. 

10. The rejection of claims 46, 66, and 86 under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fay (US Patent Number 5,892,513, issued on April 6, 1999) as 
applied to claim 34 above, and further in view of Mcintosh (US Patent Number 
6,185,576, filed on October 21, 1998) as applied to claim 36 above, and further in view 
of Weinberg et al. (hereinafter Weinberg, US Patent Number 6,144,962, filed on April 

1 1 . 1997) has been withdrawn due to amendments. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

1 2. Claims 1,4-10,12,1 5-21 , 23, 26-32, and 98-1 00 are rejected under 35 

U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Schnelle et al. (hereinafter Schnelle, International 
Publication Number WO 98/34179, published on August 6, 1998). 

Regarding independent claim 1, Schnelle discloses a method in which a 
predefined portion of an electronic publication formed from predefined portions of text- 
based data encoded using a markup-language, each predefined portion having at least 
one attribute being a coordinate of an axis of said multidimensional space, wherein local 
connections among said predefined portions, and any logical connections between 
those portions and other portions correspond to one or more axes of said 
multidimensional space (Figures 3 and 4 and page 9, line 8-page 10, line 20 of 
Schnelle). Schnelle also discloses displaying a point on a primary axis dependent upon 
an attribute of said predefined portion and displaying a second point on a second, 
viewing axis orthogonal to said first axis, the second p<?int being derived from said first 
point dependent upon a logical connection between the displayed portion and the 
portion associated with the second point (Figures 3 and 4 and page 9, line 8-page 10, 
line 20 of Schnelle). Information regarding said second point is displayed in a second 
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display region, said first and second points being displayed in two display regions (page 
1 6, line 1 8-page 1 8, line 9 of Schnelle). 

Regarding dependent claims 4-7, Schnelle discloses a method in which any 
number of points and axes may be derived from the first point for display wherein the 
points are displayed in two display regions (Figures 3 and 4 and page 9, line 8-page 10, 
line 20 of Schnelle). Navigation abilities are included for navigated between points and 
axes and returning to the first point, which is an anchor, when required (age 14, lines 9- 
38 of Schnelle). 

Regarding dependent claims 8 and 9, Schnelle discloses a method in which 
the second axis can represent time-based versions of said selected one of predefined 
portions and a predefined portion can be a provision of legislation (Figure 4 and page 
13, line 38-page 14, line 38 of Schnelle). 

Regarding dependent claim 10, Schnelle discloses a method in which the 
second axis may represent search criteria and results based on one of the selected 
predefined portions (page 18, line 16-27 of Schnelle). 

Regarding dependent claim 98, Schnelle discloses a method in which the 
second axis can be temporal (Figure 4 and page 13, line 38-page 14, line 38 of 
Schnelle). 

Regarding independent claim 12 and dependent claims 15-21 and 99, the 

claims incorporate substantially similar subject matter as claims 1, 4-10, and 98. Thus, 
the claims are rejected along the same rationale as claims 1 , 4-10, and 98. 
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Regarding independent claim 23 and dependent claims 26-32 and 100, the 

claims incorporate substantially similar subject matter as claims 1, 4-10, and 98. Thus, 
the claims are rejected along the same rationale as claims 1 , 4-10, and 98. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

13. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

14. Claims 1 1, 22, and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schnelle et al. (hereinafter Schnelle, International Publication 
Number WO 98/34179, published on August 6, 1998) in view of Weinberg et al. 
(hereinafter Weinberg, US Patent Number 6,144,962, filed on April 11, 1997). 

Regarding independent claims 11, 22, and 33, Schnelle discloses a method in 
which a predefined portion of an electronic publication formed from predefined portions 
of text-based data encoded using a markup-language, each predefined portion having 
at least one attribute being a coordinate of an axis of said multidimensional space, 
wherein local connections among said predefined portions, and any logical connections 
between those portions and other portions correspond to one or more axes of said 
multidimensional space (Figures 3 and 4 and page 9, line 8-page 10, line 20 of 
Schnelle). Schnelle also discloses displaying a point on a primary axis dependent upon 
an attribute of said predefined portion and displaying a second point on a second, 
viewing axis orthogonal to said first axis, the second point being derived from said first 
point dependent upon a logical connection between the displayed portion and the 
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portion associated with the second point (Figures 3 and 4 and page 9, line 8-page 10, 
line 20 of Schnelle). Information regarding said second point is displayed in a second 
display region, said first and second points being displayed in two display regions (page 
16, line 18-page 18, line 9 of Schnelle). Schnelle does not disclose a method in which a 
view comprises at least two anchor sets or the ability to adjust the view point to become 
the new base point. However, Weinberg discloses a method in which multiple anchor 
sets may be viewed, and that at any time the based point may be changed to a different 
view point (Figures 1-3 of Weinberg). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have combined the methods of 
Schnelle and Weinberg because it would have allowed navigation of multiple document 
structures from one view space. 

1 5. Claims 34, 38, 43, 44, 47-50, 54, 58, 63, 64, 67-70, 74, 78, 83, 84, and 87-90 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schnelle et al. (hereinafter 
Schnelle, International Publication Number WO 98/34179, published on August 6, 1998) 
in view of Fay (US Patent Number 5,892,513, issued on April 6, 1999). 

Regarding dependent claim 34, Schnelle discloses a method in which 
predefined portions are stored in terminal nodes and one or more higher level nodes are 
provided for organizing said terminal nodes to correspond with a hierarchical structure 
embodied in the electronic publication (Figures 3 and 4 and page 9, line 8-page 10, line 
20 of Schnelle). One of the higher level nodes has a null parent identity and said 
position indicator indicates a position of said higher level node relative to a sibling node 
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(Figures 3 and 4 and page 9, line 8-page 10, line 20 of Schnelle). Schnelle does not 
explicitly disclose that each higher level node consists of the identity of a parent node, a 
position indicator, and an identifier. However, Fay discloses a method in which one or 
more higher-level nodes are used to organize the terminal nodes, in which all nodes 
include the identity of a parent node, a position indicator, and an identifier (Figure 3 and 
4 of Fay). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have combined the methods of Schnelle with the methods of Fay 
because it would have provided a structure in which each node could have operated 
independently. 

Regarding dependent claim 38, Schnelle discloses a method in which a 
modified portion may be stored in the terminal nodes (Figures 3 and 4 and page 9, line 
8-page 10, line 20 of Schnelle). 

Regarding dependent claim 43, Schnelle does not explicitly disclose that each 
terminal node consists of the identity of a parent node, a position indicator, and an 
identifier. However, Fay discloses a method in which all nodes include the identity of a 
parent node, a position indicator, and an identifier (Figure 3 and 4 of Fay). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have combined the methods of Schnelle with the methods of Fay because it would 
have provided a structure in which each node could have operated independently. 

Regarding dependent claim 44, Schnelle discloses a method in which a 
position indicator indicates a position of said terminal node relative to a sibling node 
(Figures 3 and 4 and page 9, line 8-page 10, line 20 of Schnelle). 
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Regarding dependent claim 47-49, Schnelle discloses a method in which a 
terminal node includes a predefined portion and a modified portion and a label of said 
publication, said label is data associated with a higher level node (Figures 3 and 4 and 
page 9, line 8-page 10, line 20 of Schnelle). 

Regarding dependent claim 50, Schnelle discloses a method in which the 
portion includes text associated with commentary (page 13, line 38-page 14, line 38 of 
Schnelle). 

Regarding dependent claims 54, 58, 63, 64, and 67-70, the claims incorporate 
substantially similar subject matter as claims 34, 38, 43, 44, and 47-50. Thus, the 
claims are rejected along the same rationale as claims 34, 38, 43, 44, and 47-50. 

Regarding dependent claims 74, 78, 83, 84, and 87-90, the claims incorporate 
substantially similar subject matter as claims 34, 38, 43, 44, and 47-50. Thus, the 
claims are rejected along the same rationale as claims 34, 38, 43, 44, and 47-50. 

1 6. Claims 36, 45, 46, 51 -53, 56, 65, 66, 71-73, 76, 85, 86, 91 -93, and 95-97 are 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Schnelle et al. (hereinafter 
Schnelle, International Publication Number WO 98/34179, published on August 6, 1998) 
in view of Fay (US Patent Number 5,892,513, issued on April 6, 1999) as applied to 
claims 34, 54, and 74 above, further in view of Mcintosh (US Patent Number 6,185,576, 
filed on October 21, 1998). 

Regarding dependent claim 36, neither Schnelle nor Fay disclose a method in 
which a portion is associated with a time during which it is valid. However, Mcintosh 
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discloses a method in which documents are associated with a scope, which defines 
when they are valid (column 31, line 21 -column 46, line 45 of Mcintosh). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
have combined the methods of Schnelle and Fay with the methods of Mcintosh 
because it would have allowed easier management of time sensitive material. 

Regarding dependent claims 45, 46, 51-53, and 95, neither Schnelle nor Fay 
disclose a method in which a portion is associated with a time during which it is valid. 
However, Mcintosh discloses a method in which documents (portions) are identified by 
a combination of identifiers and scopes, which include a start date, end date, and 
update date which falls between the start and end date (column 46, line 35-column 48 
line 67 of Mcintosh). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to have combined the methods of Schnelle and Fay with 
the methods of Mcintosh because it would have allowed easier management of time 
sensitive material. 

Regarding independent claim 94, Schnelle discloses a method in which 
predefined portions are stored in terminal nodes and one or more higher level nodes are 
provided for organizing said terminal nodes to correspond with a hierarchical structure 
embodied in the electronic publication (Figures 3 and 4 and page 9, line 8-page 10, line 
20 of Schnelle). One of the higher level nodes has a null parent identity and said 
position indicator indicates a position of said higher level node relative to a sibling node 
(Figures 3 and 4 and page 9, line 8-page 10, line 20 of Schnelle). Schnelle also 
discloses a method in which the portion includes text associated with commentary 
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(page 13, line 38-page 14, line 38 of Schnelle). Schnelle does not explicitly disclose 
that each higher level node consists of the identity of a parent node, a position indicator, 
and an identifier. However, Fay discloses a method in which one or more higher-level 
nodes are used to organize the terminal nodes, in which all nodes include the identity of 
a parent node, a position indicator, and an identifier (Figure 3 and 4 of Fay). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to have combined the methods of Schnelle with the methods of Fay because it would 
have provided a structure in which each node could have operated independently. 

Neither Schnelle nor Fay disclose a method in which a portion is associated with 
a time during which it is valid. However, Mcintosh discloses a method in which 
documents (portions) are identified by a combination of identifiers and scopes, which 
include a start date, end date, and update date which falls between the start and end 
date (column 46, line 35-column 48 line 67 of Mcintosh). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have combined the 
methods of Schnelle and Fay with the methods of Mcintosh because it would have 
allowed easier management of time sensitive material. 

Regarding dependent claims 56, 65, 66, 71-73, and 96, the claims incorporate 
substantially similar subject matter as claims 36, 45, 46, 51-53, and 95. Thus, the 
claims are rejected along the same rationale as claims 36, 45, 46, 51-53, and 95. 

Regarding dependent claims 71-73, 76, 85, 86, 91-93, and 97, the claims 
incorporate substantially similar subject matter as claims 36, 45, 46, 51-53, and 95. 
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Thus, the claims are rejected along the same rationale as claims 36, 45, 46, 51-53, and 
95. 

17. Claims 39-42, 59-62, and 79-82 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Schnelle et al. (hereinafter Schnelle, International Publication 
Number WO 98/34179, published on August 6, 1998) in view of Fay (US Patent Number 
5,892,513, issued on April 6, 1999) as applied to claims 34, 54, and 74 above, further in 
view of Chau et al. (hereinafter Chau, US Patent Application Publication Number 
2002/0133484, filing date of December 2, 1999). 

Regarding dependent claims 39 and 40, Schnelle discloses a method in which 
XML data is divided into predefined portions (page 18, line 30-page 19, line 25 of 
Schnelle). Neither Schnelle nor Fay discloses a method in which predefined portions 
are stored in flat file records. However, Chau discloses a method in which portions of 
an XML file or stored in flat file records (page 5, paragraph 0078). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have 
combined the methods of Schnelle and Fay with the methods of Chau because it would 
have allowed a user multiple ways to have stored the entire file, rather than simply in a 
database. 

Regarding dependent claims 41 and 42, Schnelle discloses a method in which 
a terminal node includes a predefined portion and a modified portion and a label of said 
publication, said label is data associated with a higher level node (Figures 3 and 4 and 
page 9, line 8-page 10, line 20 of Schnelle). 
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Regarding dependent claims 59-62, the claims incorporate substantially similar 
subject matter as claims 39-42. Thus, the claims are rejected along the same rationale 
as claims 39-42. 

Regarding dependent claims 79-82, the claims incorporate substantially similar 
subject matter as claims 39-42. Thus, the claims are rejected along the same rationale 
as claims 39-42. 

Response to Arguments 

18. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 , 4-12, 15-23, 26-34, 36, 38-54, 56, 
58-74, 76, and 78-100 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) 
of rejection. 

Conclusion 

19. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joshua D Campbell whose telephone number is (571) 
272-4133. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F (8:00 AM - 4:30 PM). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Heather Herndon can be reached on (571) 272-4136. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703- 
872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



JDC 

May 1 1 , 2005 




